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DETAILED ACTION 



Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 08/20/07 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant argues that neither Liddy et al., nor Park et al., teach utilizing context 
information to facilitate a linguistically accurate translation of a data after it is retrieved 
(Amendment, pages 8-12). 

The examiner disagrees, Liddy et al., teach that this does not mean, however, 
that retrieved documents could not then be translated, by machine or otherwise, if 
deemed appropriate by the user. Using the original language of the input text as a 
useful context for selecting the most appropriate sense of the words in a sentence. 
Each machine translation will process source documents to create a given translation 
without human intervention or aid (col. 7, lines 18-21; col.11, lines 56 - 58; col. 22, lines 
46 - 48). Translating retrieved documents by machine translation implies utilizing 
context information to facilitate a linguistically accurate translation of a data after it is 
retrieved, since original language of the input text is used as a useful context for 
selecting the most appropriate sense of the words in a sentence. 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

3. Claims 1- 30, 33 -37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Liddy et al., (US Patent 6,006,221 ). 

As per claims 1, 11, 22, and 35, Liddy et al., teach a data translation system 
comprising: 

an interface component that receives requests for data from a user ("enable a 
user to enter a query"; col.2, lines 43 - 45); and 

a translation component that retrieves data in accordance with the requests and 
returns the data to the user in a specified language, the translation component 
comprising an inference component that, upon retrieval, translates result data into one 
or more languages, the inference component including a context analyzer component to 
provide a linguistically accurate translation ("this does not mean, however, that retrieved 
documents could not then be translated, by machine or otherwise, if deemed 
appropriate by the user. Using the original language of the input text as a useful context 
for selecting the most appropriate sense of the words in a sentence. Each machine 
translation will process source documents to create a given translation without human 
intervention or aid"; col.7, lines 18-21; col.11, lines 56-58; col.22, lines 46-48). 

As per claim 2, Liddy et al., further disclose a language identification component 
that determines the specified language of a user (col.7, line 26). 
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As per claim 3, Liddy et al., further disclose a conversion component that 
receives data requests in a plurality of different formats and converts the requests into 
executable queries on data ("accepts raw, unformatted text and transfers this to a 
standard format suitable"; col. 8, lines 42 - 45). 

As per claims 4, 12, 23, Liddy et al., further disclose that the request is a 
structured query in the user's preferred language ("enter queries in the user's native 
language"; col. 2, lines 52 - 54). 

As per claims 5, 13, 26, Liddy et al., further disclose that the request is a natural 
language request (col.2, lines 44, and 45). 

As per claims 6, 15, 24, Liddy et al., further disclose that the translation 
component comprises: one or more translation tables; and a mapping component that 
maps retrieved data to its corresponding translation in a translation table (fig.4 shows 
translation tables that map French words to English words; colli, lines 13-15; col. 15, 
lines 42 - 49). 

As per claims 7, 16, Liddy et al., further disclose that the translation tables are 
set up by a database administrator ("multilingual mapping terminology managers"; 
col. 13, 18, and 19; col.22, lines 50-53). 
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As per claim 8, Liddy et al., further disclose that the translation component 
comprising and inference component that can translate result data into one or more 
languages ("only those few documents that obtain a high relevance ranking ... become 
candidates for full translation"; col. 22, lines 22 - 25). 

As per claims 9, 17, 25, Liddy et al., further disclose that the inference 
component including a dictionary component to facilitate data translations (col.1 1 , lines 
32, and 60-64). 

As per claim 10, Liddy et al., further disclose that the context analyzer receives 
metadata associated with result data (" meta-textual"; col. 22, lines 27 - 29). 

As per claims 14, 27, 36, Liddy et al., further disclose that the database is a 
multidimensional database ("database that includes documents in at least one other 
language of the plurality of supported languages"; col. 2, lines 46 - 48). 

As per claim 18, Liddy et al., further disclose a sort component that receives 
collation information from a user and sorts resulting data in accordance with the 
collation information ("components in a query tend to occur in a certain repetitive 
sequence... documents are arranged in ranked order according to their relative 
relevance to the substance of a query"; col. 17, lines 12, and 13; col. 18, lines 35 - 37). 
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As per claim 19, Liddy et al., further disclose that the collation information 
includes the language to be used for sorting ("enter queries in the user's native 
language"; col. 2, lines 52 - 54). 

As per claim 20, Liddy et al., teach an online analytical processing (OLAP) 
system comprising: an interface component to receive queries ("enable a user to enter a 
query"; col. 2, lines 43 - 45) 

a translation component that retrieves data and metadata from a 
multidimensional database ("database that includes documents in at least one other 
language of the plurality of supported languages") in accordance with a query and 
translates resulting data and metadata from a system base language into one or more 
user languages ("machine translation of relevant documents"; col. 22, lines 30 - 37; 
col.2, lines 46-48); 

wherein the translation component comprising an inference component that, 
upon retrieval, translates result data into one or more languages, the inference 
component including a context analyzer component to provide a linguistically accurate 
translation ("this does not mean, however, that retrieved documents could not then be 
translated, by machine or otherwise, if deemed appropriate by the user. Using the 
original language of the input text as a useful context for selecting the most appropriate 
sense of the words in a sentence. Each machine translation will process source 
documents to create a given translation without human intervention or aid"; col. 7, lines 
18-21; col.11, lines 56-58; col. 22, lines 46-48). 
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As per claim 21, Liddy et al., further disclose that the translation component 
maps resulting data and metadata to a translation table to produce translated data and 
metadata (fig.4 shows translation tables that map French words to English words; coll 1 , 
lines 1 3 - 1 5; col. 1 5, lines 42 - 49). 

• As per claims 28, 37 Liddy et al., further disclose that a computer readable 
medium having stored thereon computer executable instructions for carrying out the 
method of claim 22 (col.4, lines 25 - 27). 

As per claim 29, Liddy et al., teach a method of translating database data 
comprising: 

receiving a language selection ("enter queries in the user's native language"; 
col.22, lines 52 - 54); 

receiving a query in a first format; converting the query to a second format 
("accepts raw, unformatted text and transfers this to a standard format suitable"; col. 8, 
lines 42 - 45); 

executing the query on a database; and translating received result data to the 
selected language; and utilizing context information to provide a linguistically accurate 
translation ("this does not mean, however, that retrieved documents could not then be 
translated, by machine or otherwise, if deemed appropriate by the user. Using the 
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original language of the input text as a useful context for selecting the most appropriate 
sense of the words in a sentence. Each machine translation will process source 
documents to create a given translation without human intervention or aid"; col.7, lines 
18-21; col.11, lines 56-58; col.22, lines 46-48). 

As per claim 32, Liddy et al., further disclose translating the result data comprises 
mapping data and meta-data to a translation table associated with the selected 
language (fig.4 shows translation tables that map French words to English words; coll 1, 
lines 13-15; col.15, lines 42-49). 

As per claim 33, Liddy et al., further disclose sorting the translated data based on 
collation properties specified by a user ("components in a query tend to occur in a 
certain repetitive sequence... documents are arranged in ranked order according to 
their relative relevance to the substance of a query"; col.17, lines 12, and 13; col. 18, 
lines 35 - 37). 

As per claim 34, Liddy et al., further disclose that a computer readable medium 
having stored thereon computer executable instructions for carrying out the method of 
claim 29 (col.4, lines 25 - 27). 



) 
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Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said.subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 38-41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Park et al., (US Patent 6,064,951), in view of Liddy et al., (US Patent 6,006,221). 

As per claim 38, Park et al., teach a method of interacting with a database 
comprising: specifying a command in a first language; receiving the command and 
translating the command into a second language; and performing an operation on a 
database in accordance with the command (generating translations of the input query... 
and a transformed query memory unit for storing the query transformed from the source 
language into a target language"; col. 2, lines 19 - 34). 

However Park et al., do not specifically teach utilizing context information to 
facilitate translations in at least one of the performance of the operation on the database 
or translation of a queried result, upon retrieval, to provide a linguistically accurate 
translation. 

Liddy et al., teach that this does not mean, however, that retrieved documents 
could not then be translated, by machine or otherwise, if deemed appropriate by the 
user. Using the original language of the input text as a useful context for selecting the 
most appropriate sense of the words in a sentence. Each machine translation will 
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process source documents to create a given translation without human intervention or 
aid (col.7, lines 18-21; col.11, lines 56-58; col. 22, lines 46-48). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to translate the retrieved documents as taught by Liddy et 
al., in view of Park et al., so that the retrieved documents can be clearly understood by 
different groups of people. 

As per claim 39, Park et al., further disclose that the command is to store a data 
in the database ("memory unit for storing the query transformed from the source 
language into a target language"; col. 2, lines 32 - 34). 

As per claim 40, Park et al., further disclose translating the command into a 
second language includes translating a natural language command into a structured 
command in the base language of the system ("translations of the input query an 
filtering unnecessary ones of the generated translations"; col. 2, lines 27 - 32). 

As per claim 41 , Park et al., further disclose that a computer readable medium 
having stored thereon computer executable instructions for carrying out the method of 
claim 38 ("electronic dictionary"; col.2, lines 29 - 32). 

6. Claims 31 , and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Liddy et al., (US Patent 6,006,221) in view of Park et al., (US Patent 6,064,951). 
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As per claim 31 , Liddy et al., further disclose the first query format is in a first 
language ("enter queries in the user's native language"; col.2, lines 52 - 54). 

However Liddy et al., do not specifically teach that the second query format is in 
a second language. 

Park et al., teach a translation/and filtering unit for generating translations of the 
input query and filtering unnecessary one of the generated translations (col.2, lines 27 - 
29). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to transform the input query as taught by Park et al., in Liddy et 
al., because that would generate a desired query usable as an input for the web 
information retrieval system (col.2, lines 17, and 18). 

As per claim 31, Liddy et al., further disclose that the first query format is a 
natural language query (col.2, lines 44, and 45). 

Conclusion 

7. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
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shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Leonard Saint-Cyr whose telephone number is (571) 

272- 4247. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon- Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richemond Dorvil can be reached on (571) 272-7602. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571)- 

273- 8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information, 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



LS 

10/17/07 
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